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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-9, and 1 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ogino et al (2002/0029264 A1) in view of Schweikard et al (US 
6,501 ,981). Ogino et al distinctly point out and teach the use of a method and system 
for processing medical images through configuration of a system and control of access 
from multiple locations in order to facilitate post-processing operations to assist in 
diagnosis and treatment of patients (0101 - 0121). The post-processing allowing for 
specific types of post-processing operations to be performed per-user based on variable 
permissions via a WAN/LAN/VPN system (0103-01 12), including real-time access to 
uploading and post-processing of medical images, storing recent images on the medical 
imaging system for quick access (0129-0150), retrieval of post-processed data by the 
local system for display on the local user interface for diagnosis or evaluation, post- 
processing operations being controlled by customizable settings (including an 
automated request and delay of time for processing) for different image types (0130- 
0154), and finally allowing different end-users to perform post-processing, acquisition, 
registration, or retrieval based on permissions within the server (01 27-01 53). The 
server itself uses multiple processing units to alleviate the processing load on the local 
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imaging systems (Figure 1-2), which then are only required to upload compressed 
images (0127-0130) and are not required to perform any of the post-processing 
operations on their local processor. This procedure is cited as "reducing processing 
load" (0005-0013) and allowing for continued acquisition of data (0067-0071, 0165- 
0173)).The system also performs billing and fee structures, and bases securities on 
individual end-user stations and settings (0117-0121), and provides the capability to 
perform image processing at a specific time after completion of operations of scanning 
for a day via a request system (0207-0235). 

Regarding claims 1,8, 10, 15, 24, 30, 33, 34 and 39 Ogino et al do not focus on 
the local processing (one of the plurality of locations being discussed in the independent 
claims) of images by the system or the remote control of the imaging system by a user 
at a different location than the system itself, nor is there a specific reference to ending 
the scanning for one day and starting the next day. Attention is then directed to the 
secondary reference by Schweikard et al, which describes a method for remote 
controlling an imaging system during a radiosurgical procedure. Their particular 
disclosure provides remote methods for remote motion-control of an imaging system, as 
well as compensation for motion artifacts via an adaptable marker-based motion 
detection system (Col 10 Line 55- Col 11 Line 55). Finally, they disclose image 
processing and display at the system-end (Figure 4, Col 4 Line 64- Col 6 Line 55) It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have utilized the radiosurgery control methods disclosed by Schweikard et 
al with the post-surgery assessment and remote access data sharing methods of Ogino 
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et al for the purpose of providing remote access to an imaging system as well as a 
streamlined platform for reducing post-processing loads on the local system. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 11/26/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Regarding the argument that remote processing operations are not 
performed using the medical imaging system, Examiner respectfully disagrees. Medical 
imaging system is involved in post-processing both in a first 
compression/decompression loop, information send/receive loop and a second 
compression/decompression loop. All 3 of these constitute part of the post-processing 
operations on medical image information. While Ogino teaches the remote processing 
of medical images so as to reduce the load on the processor of the medical imager 
itself, the system of Ogino includes the networks, remote locations as an integrated 
system (Fig 16). Additionally and as mentioned above, the post-processing 
compression/decompression loops are performed as both remote and client-side 
requests in the loop should compression of the images be required. Therefore 
Examiner submits that it cannot be argued that none of the post-processing or 
processing operations are performed locally by remote queues in the Ogino reference 
as the three examples set forth above constitute post-processing operations. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOEL M. LAMPRECHT whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3250. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30AM- 
5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian L. Casler can be reached on (571)272-4956. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JML 

/BRIAN CASLER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3737 



